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candidate for the Senate: “Some form of 
world government is a desirable goal, but 
the form of that government must depend 
on the needs of international organization 
at the time the world becomes ready for 
such a development.” From a Republican 
candidate for the Senate who did not 
answer: “Generally yes, but I am con- 
cerned over the tendency of the states to 
surrender increasing functions to Wash- 
ington.” And from a Democrat running 
for reelection who did not answer: “This 
is certainly an ideal that the world should 
strive for, but I question the practicability 
of this system for a world society at this 
time. I would support something more 
than the present UN, but less than a world 
government at this time.” 


The greatest differences appear in the 
replies to Question +2. Here are some 
of the comments on this question which 
seeks to determine the candidates’ position 
on repeal of the Connaily Amendment: 
From a Republican candidate who said 
“Yes”: “Yes, I favor repeal of the Con- 
nally amendment and would work to this 
end.” From a Republican candidate in the 
same state who said “No”: “Jurisdictional 
rules should be stated as in our Federal 
System.” From a Democratic candidate 
for reelection: “Yes. In America all duly 
constituted judicial tribunals are em- 
powered to determine their own jurisdic- 
tion in the first instance.” From a Re- 
publican who is running for reelection 
“o~ out for one term: “No. Not 
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. ry state must surrender some meas- 
ure of self-will or sovereignty. The time 
is growing ripe for this step. We cannot 
afford to wait! The time is short, perhaps 
not even ten years, and our task is to save 
the world from self-destruction!” The 
speaker was Clement Attle, former Prime 
Minister of Great Britain. The occasion 
was the opening of the first conference of 
the World Association of World Fed- 
eralists ever to be held in Germany. The 
place was the newly rebuilt City Hall in 
Cologne, Monday, September 19. 


The theme of the 1960 WAWF Confer- 
ence was “World Order and World De- 
velopment”. For three days over 100 
delegates from Federalist movements in 
seventeen countries concentrated on the in- 
terrelationship between world legal order 
and world economic development. Two 
commissions met daily. One worked in 
English and German, the other in English 
and French. The conclusions were not 
official WAWF policy but rather the con- 
sensus of the delegates as individuals as 
this was an exploratory conference only. 


At the final Plenary Session on Wednes- 
day, a seventeen article paper was adopted. 
The first two articles contained the gen- 
eral conclusions that: “there is a very 
strong connection between the establish- 
ment of world law and world development”, 
and that each was dependent upon the 
other for full realization, but that neither 
need wait for perfection of the other before 
being promoted. 


The delegates were welcomed to Cologne 
by the Lord Mayor, Herr Burauen, at the 
opening session. The Honorable, K. A. 
Gbedemah, Finance Minister of Ghana and 
President of WAWF, responded to the 
Lord Mayor’s welcome. “Although world 
leaders may have a concept of the family 
of nations,” said President Gbedemah, 
“one cannot help feeling that what we now 
have is a family of small juveline delin- 
quents who scream at one another, play 
with toys which endanger the entire 
neighborhood, play crude practical jokes 
upon one another and try to stir up trouble 
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At the United Nations 


By Marion H. McVitty 
Official United Nations Observer for 
United World Federalists 


The Special Political Committee of the 
UN Assembly is discussing for the fifth 
consecutive year the question of increas- 
ing the membership of the Security Coun- 
cil and of the Economic and Social Council. 
Increasing the size of these bodies requires 
Charter amendment. The many new UN 
members, particularly from Asia and 
Africa, make wider representation in these 
important UN organs desirable from the 
point of view of all nations. 

The USSR, however, has maintained 
for five years that such amendments could 
not go into effect legally unless ratified 
by the government of Mainland China. 
In the present debate the Soviet Union 
has taken the same position, and also made 
it clear that this position applies to all 
Charter amendments, including their own 
proposals for revising the office of the 
Secretary General! 

Resolutions have been introduced into 
the Committee embodying Charter amend- 
ments to increase the Security Council 
membership from 11 to 13 (with 8 votes 
instead of 7 required for a majority) and 
to increase ECOSOC from 18 to 24. The 
U.S. is supporting these resolutions which 
are sponsored by 33 nations, mostly Latin 
American and African with a sprinkling 
of Asians. The two-thirds majority needed 
to adopt these Charter Amendments is 
certainly present in the Assembly, but 
Soviet ratification is most a | so long 
as Mainland China is not re nted in 
the UN. 

India is heading up another point of 
view which is based on a resolution passed 
by the Assembly last year . fe item. 
That resolution called for c on of a 
committee to negotiate a solution to this 
problem, if no progress were made this 
year. India presently suggests that such 
a committee should be composed of Brit- 
ain, France, the U. S., the USSR and a few 
others from Asia, Africa and Latin Amer- 
ica. The argument for this approach is 
that it would be useless to adopt amend- 
ments which have no chance of receiving 
the ratifications necessary to put them 
into effect. Big Power differences should 
be reconciled first. 

Whether or not these amendments are 
adopted this year, a committee of this 
kind is likely to be established anyway. 
If not this year in lieu of the adoption of 
amendments, then next year to facilitate 
ratification of amendments approved in 
the session. This business of any such 
committee would certainly be to grapple 
with the terms on which Mainland China 
might be represented in the UN. In other 
words this would provide UN machinery 
for considering the China issue, so to 
speak, by the back door. 

The new nations want fast action to give 
them equitable representation. Neither 
adoption of amendments now, nor the 
creation of a negotiating committee is 
likely to provide a speedy process. Will the 
USSR be blamed for insisting on a difficult 
political condition or will the U. S. be 
blamed for “intransigeance” over Chinese 
representation? Should the U. S. just vote 
for the amendments and throw the blame 
on Russia, or should the U. S. support the 
establishment of a negotiating committee 
as an opportunity to solve the China prob- 
lem as satisfactorily as possible in view 
of deteriorating support for the present 
U. S. position on the matter? 

This is one of these UN agenda items 
which is technically “procedural”, but 
involves important substance, and which 
gets little or no attention in the Press. 
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CONGRESSMEN E 


By Sandford Z. Persons, Legislative Di 


The momentous 1960 election is over. 
The beaming faces of the victors have 
come and gone in the papers. The sports- 
manlike messages from the losers have 
been filed away for posterity. Realtors in 
Washington, D. C. are happily handling 
the housing turnover that falls to their 
fortunate lot in the wake of every elec- 
tion. Tired Federalists, having slaved for 
the candidate of their choice and inter- 
viewed both for UWF, are getting back 
to desks and sewing baskets piled high 
by campaign activity neglect. 


During the heat of the pre - election 
period, UWF’s activity was fccused on 
putting five major foreign policy questions 
to the candidates of both parties and in 
publicizing the results to members and in 
the press. The same five questions were 
used nationwide in order to obtain a cross 
section of opinion on questions of keen 
interest to Federalists from men and 
women running for the Congress of the 
United States. 


The results, based on the questionnaires 
returned to the National Office, have now 
been tabulated and analysed. They are 
most interesting and encouraging. It must 
be remembered, however, that the follow- 
ing information is based on replies from 
only 8.6% of the candidates running for 
the U. S. Congress in 1960. Replies were 
received from the following states: Alaska 
2, California 5, Connecticut 4, Delaware 1, 
Illinois 16, Iowa 4, Maryland 8, Massa- 
chusetts 10, Missouri 2, New Jersey 2, 
North Carolina 8, New York 7, Pennsy]l- 
vania 5, Vermont 2, Virginia 1, Wisconsin 
3, giving a total of 80. This figure breaks 
down into 45 Democratic candidates and 
35 Republican candidates. The results, in 
percentages, ran as follows: 


Question 1. Do you favor strengthening 
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Yes—92% No—8% 
Yes—95% No—5% 


elieve that one of the 
ctives of United States 
r should be the achieve- 
dwide general and com- 
ament under effective 
control? 

Yes—100% 

Yes— 94% No—6% 
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u support the appropria- 
tantial funds to assure 


greatly enlarged basic research and 
planning in the arms control field, 
including military, political, diplo- 
matic, legal, economic, and technolog- 
ical aspects? 

Democrats: Yes—100% 
Republicans: Yes—100% 


Question 5. Do you believe that our 
federal form of government, through 
which 50 sovereign states live to- 
gether in peace, provides an example 
of a well tested system which the 
peoples of the world might follow by 
delegating to a strengthened United 
Nations constitutionally-limited pow- 
ers for enforcement of worldwide dis- 
armament and peaceful settlement of 
international disputes? 

Democrats: Yes—95% No— 5% 
Republicans: Yes—85% No—15% 


It is certainly a measure of the support 
for a strengthened United Nations that 
exists in this country that all of the candi- 
dates from both parties answered “Yes” 
to Question #1. An interesting comparison 
can be made between these answers and 
and those to Question #5, which is a very 
carefully worded Federalist question. It 
would appear that some candidates who 
favor “strengthening the United Nations” 
and “the development of a rule of law” 
do not feel that the U.S.’s federal form of 
government “provides an example which 
the peoples of the world might follow”. 


Here are some of the comments on Ques- 
tion #5: From a Republican running for 
reelection who answered “No”: “The 50 
sovereign states, or 13 in the beginning, 
came from the same religious and cultural 
background. There must be an area of 
common agreement sufficiently broad to 
make this workable.” From a Democratic 
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